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Appendices

An Appendix containing Confidential Critical Energy Infrastructure Information will be filed separately
with the Siting Council. CL&P will seek a protective order restricting access to such information. It is
anticipated that the Siting Council will provide a mechanism in the protective order for making the
information available to interested parties and intervenors; and that copies of the information will be
made available to interested parties and intervenors upon execution of a Non-Disclosure Agreement. The
CEII Appendix will contain:

A. Supplement to Section F — Project Need: (This supplement provides detailed
results of power-flow studies identifying specific weaknesses and vulnerabilities
in the Bulk Power Supply system.)

B. Supplement to Section G —System Alternatives: Complete Chapter Six of
Report of ICF Resources LLP: Assessment of Non-Transmission Alternatives to
the NEEWS Transmission Projects: Greater Springfield Reliability Project,
September 2008 (A copy of this report, with redactions to Chapter Six, is
included in Vol. 5 of the Application. The full chapter reproduced in the CEII
Appendix provides detailed results of power-flow studies identifying specific
weaknesses and vulnerabilities in the Bulk Power Supply system.)

VOLUME 2: ENVIRONMENTAL-WETLANDS

EX. 1:  “Inventory and Delineation of Wetlands and Watercourses Along the Connecticut Portion
of the Greater Springfield Reliability Project” by ENSR

VOLUME 3: ENVIRONMENTAL-CULTURAL RESOURCES

EX. 1: Historical and Archaeological Assessment of Connecticut Sections of the Connecticut
Light & Power Company Greater Springfield Reliability Project

EX.2:  Historical and Archaeological Assessment Addendum for Connecticut Sections of the
Connecticut Light & Power Company Greater Springfield Reliability Project:
Manchester Substation to Meekville Junction Circuit Separation

VOLUME 4: ENVIRONMENTAL

EX. 1:  “Inventory of Potential Breeding Bird Species and Habitats Along the Connecticut
Portions of Greater Springfield Reliability Project” by ENSR
EX.2: “Inventory of Vernal Pools and Amphibian Breeding Habitats Along the Connecticut
Portion of the Greater Springfield Reliability Project” by ENSR
EX.3: “Environmental Sound Assessment Study — North Bloomfield Substation” by Burns &
McDonnell Engineering Company, Inc.
EX.4:  Federal, State, and Municipal Agencies Correspondence
1) SHPO Letter to Jeff Borne, NU dated February 8, 2006. Re: Review of CT
Archaeological Report.
2) US Fish and Wildlife Services letter to Don Biondi, NU dated May 14, 2008. Re:
Request for Data T&E species in Manchester,
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3) US Fish and Wildlife Services letter to Don Biondi, NU dated Nov 8, 2007, Re:
Request for Data on T & E Species.

4y CT DEP Bureau of Natural Resources letter to Don Biondi, NU dated March 17,
2008. Re: Natural Diversity Data Base Maps for CT Portion /Plants.

5) CT DEP letter to Don Biondi, NU dated March 10, 2008. Re: DEP Natural Diversity
Database.

6} Town of Bloomfield Inland Wettands and Watercourses Commission, NU dated
August 28, 2008, Re; CL&P Location Review North Bloomfeld Substation
Expansion.

7y Town of Bloomfield Plan and Zoning Commission o Jeff Towle, NU dated
September 2, 2008. Re: Proposed North Bloomfield Substation Expansion.

8) CT DEP National Diversity Database, NU dated September 15, 2008, Re: Update on
the CL&P Greater Springfield Reliability Project Rare Species Surveys.

VOLUME 5: PLANNING

EX. I ISO-NE Southern New Engiand Transmission Reliability, “Report 1 — Need Analysis”,
January 2008, (Redacted)

EX.2  ISO-NE New England East-West Solutions (Formerly Scuthern New England
Transmission Reliability), “Report 2 — Options Analysis”, (Redacted) June 2008

EX.3  Assessment of Non-Transmission Alternatives to the NEEWS Transmission Projects:
Greater Springfield Reliability Project, September 2008 (redacted to secure Critical
Energy Infrastructure Information)

EX.4  Northeast Utilities “Solution Report for the Springfield Area The Greater Springficld
Reliability Project Including The Springticld 115-kV Upgrades”, “GSRP Solution
Report” as of April 23, 2008 (Redacted July 2008).

VOLUME 6: ENGINEERING

EX. 1:  “Tworial - Underground Electric Power Transmission Cable Systems™ by Cable
Consulting International

VOLUME 7: SUBSTATION DRAWINGS

EX.1:  Proposed North Bloomfield Substation Modifications
Acrial View (Drawing #09082008NB)
General Arrangement (Drawing # 09091 708NB)
Conceptual Layout (Drawing # CP-2a)

VOLUME 8: PHOTOGRAPHS

EX. . Photographs Along the Greater Springtield Reliability Project
EX.2:  Photographs Along the Manchester to Meekville Junction Circuit Separation Project
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VOLUME 9: ROUTE MAPS

EX.1:  Overview of Route on USGS Map
EX.2:  Aerial Photographs — 400 Scale

VOLUME 10: ROUTE ILLUSTRATION

EX.1: Typical Cross Sections and Photo Simulations
EX.2:  Plan & Profile Drawings

VOLUME 11: ROUTE PLANS

EX. 1:  Aerial Photographs — 100 Scale
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EXHIBIT B

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Docket 370GA
APPLICATION OF THE CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
ENERGY FACILITIES SITING BOARD
WESTERN MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC COMPANY
EFSB 08-2 / D.P.U. 08-105/08-106

SUPPLEMENTAL
Record Evidence Concerning Agawam SS — Ludlow SS Route Selection:
Proposed “Northern Route” and “Southern Route Alternative”

September 11, 2009

The Applicant, The Connecticut Light & Power Company (“CL&P”), proposes that the
following material already in the record of one or both of the above captioned proceedings now
pending before the Connecticut Siting Couneil (“CSC”) and the Massachusetts Energy FFacilities
Siting Board (“EFSB”) be considered by both agencies in the joint hearings to be held on
September 22 and September 23. This designation 1s an addition to the designation filed with the
Connecticut Siting Council on August 20, 2009:

Responses Filed With EFSB Responding to the Fellowing Questions:

Project Approach

FFSB ~A-45 Please refer to Exhs. EFSB-A-14, EFSB-A-15, and EFSB-A-16. Please discuss
an alternative of using the Southern Route for a single 345 kV line from Ludlow
to North Bloomfield with a spur or tap at South Agawam Junction extending to
Agawam Station where a 345 kV / 115 kV transformer would be located. Include
cost and environmental impacts in the discussion.

Undergreunding

EFSB-U-48  Please refer to the response to EFSB-U-38. 1f the southern route was selected,
would the response change with regard to tree clearing and the lines that would
need o remain during construction along the northern route?

Land Use

EFSB-LU-31 Please refer to the response to EFSB-LU-29. Please provide copies of the final
MOUs when available, Would the MOUs with the five communities differ if the
soutliern route is selected for the 345 kV line, since the northern route would still
have the 115 kV upgrades?

{NGB32930,2)



EFSB-LU-32 Please also refer (o the three versions of Table 5-5, Table 5-6, Table 5-10,

Visual
EFSB-V-61

INOB32939:2)

Table 5-11 found in (1) the Petition; (2) Timothy Barton’s prefiled testimony; and
(3} the response to EFSB-LU-30. Are the versions in EFSB-1LU-30 the most
accurale accounting of the impacts along the two 345 kV routes, where the

22.9 miles of the northern route is entirely in Massachusetts and the 21 miles of
the southern route includes 5.4 miles in Connecticut?

Please refer to the Petition at 5-40 and the response to EFSB-LU-30. Please
explain how the Company has concluded that visual impacts would be greater
along the southern route when the southern route has significantly fewer
residences and more buffer. Is this conclusion by the Company and the
associated higher score for the southern route also dependent on the use of the
northern route for the 115 kV upgrades? If the routes are compared solely based
on the 345 kV lines, does the Company still conclude that the visual impacts are
greater for the southern route? If so, please explain.



